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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to an amendment filed on 1 1/6/09. 
Claims 1, 4 and 6-13 are pending in this application. 



Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In par. [0009] the applicants state: 

[0009] Thus, Li describes "if the module requested is not the module being 
downloaded .... the current download is suspended. See [0060]. More specifically, 
the downloaded of a module M3 is suspended such that a module M4 may be 
downloaded without competing with M3 for bandwidth. See [0060]. However, 
Applicant's claim 1 recites the specific component takes precedence over remaining 
components ...and is downloaded on-demand while the remaining components are 
drizzle-downloaded in the background . Li does not describe the module M4 being 
downloaded on demand while module M3 is downloaded in the background. Further, 
Li teaches away from module M4 being downloaded on demand while module M3 is 
downloaded in the background by advocating suspending downloading of module 
M3. 

(emphasis in original) 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. The applicants appear to be asserting that 
the limitation in question (i.e. "drizzle-downloaded in the background") describes a 
download process wherein "the specific component" and at least some of the "remaining 
components" are downloaded simultaneously or in parallel. This is not how one of 
ordinary skill in the art would interpret the claims or disclosure. Specifically, those of 
ordinary skill would understand 'drizzle-downloading' to describe a system in which the 
components being "drizzle-downloaded in the background" are sent to the client 



incrementally when there is unused bandwidth and or processing cycles available (see 
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e.g. the specification pg. 10, lines 1-8 "components of the application 210 are 
downloaded transparently in the background without interrupting the user" or alternately 
see US 2006/01 06807 1 to DeVitis et al. pars. [0037]-[0038] "Drizzle client 208 ... 
directing a background file transfer service (BFTS) 210 ... If either usage reaches a 
certain threshold, BFTS 210 may suspend a file transfer until usage has decreased"). 
As indicated in the rejection, this understanding is analogous to the functionality 
described in the Kraenzel reference. 

Further, the applicants' apparently asserted interpretation runs contrary to the 
plain meaning of the language of the claim. In other words, when one thing (e.g. the 
download of the specific component) "takes precedence over" another thing (e.g. the 
"remaining components"), it is generally understood that the one thing is done first, 
before the other thing. 

Still further, regarding the apparently asserted simultaneous downloading of 
multiple components, it is noted that the applicants' specification does not appear to 
provide sufficient disclosure to enable such an activity unless it is assumed that those of 
ordinary skill in the art were already aware of and capable of doing so. For example the 
examiner is unaware of any disclosure of specific cache management techniques (or 
the like) which would have explicitly enabled such functionality. 



1 US 2006/0106807 was filed 1 1/18/04 and is co-assigned, and thus does not constitute a prior art 
reference. However, the citation is appropriate in that it demonstrates how those of ordinary skill in the art 
would have interpreted the term 'drizzle download' at or around the time of filing (see MPEP 2124). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1, 4 and 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kraenzel et al. (US 6,742,026 B1) in view of US 2003/0101445 to 
Li et al. (Li). 

Claim 1 

Kraenzel discloses a computer-readable storage medium having stored thereon an 
application framework for developing an application, comprising: 

an application object that isolates the application from other applications or 
external resources, raises startup and shutdown events for the application, and 
manages application windows and resources (figure 10; column 2, lines 20-28, web 
application); 

navigation components that provide navigation functionality by sharing a global 
state across a plurality of pages, journaling, journal extensibility, and structured 
navigation (figures 14-21; column 5, lines 11-45, web enabled software); 

application lifecycle management components that define how the application is 
deployed, installed, activated, updated, rolled back, and removed from a computing 
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system (figure 10, element 246; figure 11; column 37, lines 38-47; column 39, lines 15- 
32); 

a secure execution environment that defines a default set of permissions for the 
application during execution of the application in the secure execution environment, and 
if the application requires permissions in addition to the default set of permissions, 
requiring installation of the application (column 39, lines 15-32, offline subscription 
denoting additional permissions and secure environment as well); and 

a component that defines a mechanism that allows the application to access 
common window properties of a hosting environment in a like manner regardless of 
whether the hosting environment is a browser or a standalone window environment 
(column 39, lines 33-38, integrated into Windows, multiple offline subscriptions, thus for 
both browser and standalone; col. 21, lines 9-10 "offline access provides an end user 
with just about all the capabilities of the online Web application"); and 

specifies a subset of components of the application as offline (col. 40, lines 53-56 
"tools in ... offline contexts") and a third subset of components of the application as 
online (col. 40, lines 53-56 "tools in ... online ... contexts"), with the offline and third 
subsets of components of the application differing (col. 40, lines 53-56 "tools in both 
online and offline contexts"; note the context distinction meets the broadly claimed 
'differing'; also see col. 41, lines 15-19 "subscriptions 202 which the user has taken 
offline"). 
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Kraenzel does not disclose a fist subset of components as required and a second 
subset of components as on-demand. 

Li teaches a manifest (par. [0046] "the list of modules downloaded in operation 146 of 
Fig. 3") that further identifies offline applications (i.e. applications to be stored on a 
client) as a first subset of components of the application as required (par. [0046] 
"application 160 core modules"), a second subset of components of the application as 
on-demand (par. [0046] "non-core modules"; note these modules are "downloaded and 
installed when needed" and thus constitute 'on-demand' applications see par. [0048]), 
wherein the second subset of components being drizzle-downloaded in the background 
as a user interacts with the application (par. [0053] "the modules enabling feature 
functionality may also be downloaded in the background prior to being requested"), 
wherein when a specific component of the second subset of components is requested 
the second subset of components and is downloaded on-demand while the remaining 
components are drizzle-downloaded in the background (par. [0060] "if the module 
requested is not the module being downloaded ...the current download is suspended in 
operation 240 . . . operation 242 where the requested module is downloaded . . . 
operation 246 where the thread for the suspended download is resumed"; Fig. 10, 240- 
242; par. [0053] "the modules ... may also be downloaded in the background"). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide a manifest including Li's additional subsets of components (e.g. 
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Fig. 4 Core and Non-core modules) as part of Kraenzel's distribution (col. 39, lines 24- 
28 "Sync Manager utility . . . Files needed for working offline in a secure environment . . . 
are also downloaded") and to drizzle download any on-demand (i.e. Non-Core) 
components. Those of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so in 
order to provide a user with more immediate access to the core application components 
(Li par. [0038] "a method and an apparatus for providing timely downloading via the 
Internet of applications"; Kraenzel col. 1 1, lines 53-59 "files are transferred to client 200 
... over line 309, which ... maybe a slower, network connection."). 

Claim 4 

Kraenzel discloses a computer-readable storage medium 

as recited in claim 1 , wherein the application framework further includes components 
that define the behavior of windows associated with the application (figures 14-21, 
evidenced by the windows shown). 

Claim 6 

Kraenzel discloses a computer-readable storage medium as recited in claim 1, wherein 
the component that provides navigation functionality comprises a NavigationApplication 
object (column 5, line 10, the online services model). 



Claim 7 
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Kraenzel discloses a computer-readable storage medium as recited in claim 6, wherein 
the NavigationApplication object identifies an initial resource to which the application 
navigates when launched (figures 14-21, the resources launched; e.g. col. 19, lines 46- 
53 "Application Page 238"). 

Claim 8 

Kraenzel discloses a computer-readable storage medium as recited in claim 7, wherein 
the NavigationApplication object further includes navigation related events that are fired 
in response to the occurrence of a navigation (figures 14-21, as items are selected 
some event must correspond; column 5, lines 11-45, various elements of software). 

Claim 9 

Kraenzel discloses a computer-readable storage medium as recited in claim 7, wherein 
the NavigationApplication object further comprises a Properties collection in which is 
stored state information about the application (column 12, lines 1-5; column 12, line 62 
to column 13, line 9). 

Claim 10 

Kraenzel discloses a computer-readable storage medium as recited in claim 1, wherein 
the component that provides journaling and journal extensibility comprises a Journal 
object (column 5, lines 35, iNotes). 
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Claim 11 

Kraenzel discloses a computer-readable storage medium as recited in claim 1, wherein 
the navigation framework further comprises a NavigationWindow component associated 
with the application and that persists across navigations (figures 14-21, column 5, lines 
11-45). 

Claim 12 

Li teaches a computer-readable storage medium as recited in claim 1 wherein the first 
subset of components are minimum code for the application to rune in the hosting 
environment (par. [0052] "the main class containing the entry point is mapped in to the 
core module"). 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kraenzel et al. (US 6,742,026 B1) in view of US 2003/0101445 to Li et al. (Li) in view 
of US 2004/0107291 to Gamo (Gamo). 

Claim 13 

Kraenzel and Li do not explicitly teach a computer-readable storage medium as recited 
in claim 1 wherein the third subset of components are stored in transient cache. 

Gamo teaches storing online components in transient cache (par. [0068] "the cache can 
be used"). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made store the online applications (col. 40, lines 53-56 "tools in ... online ... 
contexts") in a transient cache (Gamo par. [0068] "the cache can be used"). Those of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so in order to reduce download 
times and thus execution speed (Gamo par. [0068] "the cache can be used, and thus 
the download from the server can be partly omitted when the program is executed at the 
next time"). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JASON MITCHELL whose telephone number is 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/71 5,804 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2193 

(571)272-3728. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and 
alternate Fridays 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bullock Lewis can be reached on (571) 272-3759. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jason Mitchell/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2193 



